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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to remarks filled on 2/14/2008. 

2. Claims 1-2, 4, 15, 18-19, 24-30 and 35-36 have been amended. Claims 1-36 are 
pending for examination in this application. 



Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed on 2/14/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In remarks applicant argues: 

Lee does not teach a software documentation generator configured to 
input a plurality of sources, wherein the plurality of sources comprises a plurality 
of different types of sources and comprises one or more of a software library 
documentation file and software program source code. 

Lee does not teach software documentation generator configured to input 
plurality of sources related to a software program. 

Examiner's response: 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. Lee teaches in paragraph [0017] lines 
13-15; the documentation tool is a software program that operates on the 
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plurality of source files further in paragraph [0020] Lee teaches parameters 
includes types of the source file; Thus teaches plurality of sources comprises 
different types of sources and comprises one or more of program source code. 
Although Lee teaches one example wherein the source files are hardware 
description files, Lee does not limit the source files to such and it is improper 
under M.P.E.P. 21 31 .05 for an argument of teaching away based upon one 
example of such. In fact, Lee is correcting problems associated with 
documentation tools that are limited to a particular type of source file by creating 
a diverse tool that handles all types of files. 
In remarks applicant argues: 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-5, 12-20, 23-31 and 34-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Lee (US PG-PUB. No. 2002/0059348). 



6. As per claim 1 , Lee teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a 
system, comprising: 
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a processor (102, fig. 1A); and 

memory coupled to the processor and configured to store program instructions 
executable by the processor to implement a software documentation generator 
configured to (paragraph [0016]): 

input a plurality of sources (paragraph [0017] lines 13-15) wherein the plurality of 
sources comprises a plurality of different types of sources (paragraph [0003] lines 5-7) 
and comprises one or more of a documentation file and software program source code 
(paragraph [0017]; paragraph [0020]; e.g. a software program that operates on the 
plurality of source files and parameters define the type of source file); 

analyze the one or more sources to identify a type of each of the sources (page 
5, [0063] lines 11-12; page [0020]); 

extract information from the plurality of sources based on the type of the source 
(page 5, [0063] lines 13-16; page 2 [0021]); 

aggregate the extracted information into a uniform format (page 3 [0033]); and 

transform the aggregated information into one or more specified sets of software 
documentation (page 4, [0051 lines 1-4). 

7. Lee does not explicitly teach plurality of sources related to a software program 
and comprises a software library documentation file. 

8. However, Lee teaches source and specification files are for designing hardware 
(paragraph [0017]). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
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art at the time of the invention was made to use the invention of Lee to produce the 
documentation for software products that can generate a documentation file from 
different types of source files. 

9. As per claims 2, 3 and 5, Lee teaches the documentation tool operates on 
plurality of different types of source files (paragraph [0003] lines 5-7; paragraph [0017] 
lines 13-15) thus inherently teaches one of the sources comprises the software library 
documentation file comprises a tag library descriptor and the documentation sets 
comprise documentation for one or more application programming interfaces (API) 
provided by a software library. 

1 0. As per claim 4, Lee teaches inputting different types of source files for developing 
hardware (paragraph [0017]). However, it is known in the art that all the hardware 
developing is done using software packages and software programs are being 
developed to emulate the intended hardware functionality thus can be considered as a 
software program. Therefore Lee teaches one of the sources comprises the software 
program source code. 

11. As per claim 1 2, Lee teaches the system, wherein the output software 
documentation sets comprise one or more text files (page 4 [0051] lines 1-4). 
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12. As per claim 1 3, Lee teaches the system, wherein the output software 
documentation sets comprises one or more portable document files (PDF) (page 4 
[0051] lines 1-4). 

13. As per claim 14, Lee teaches the system, wherein the output software 
documentation sets comprise one or more hypertext markup language (HTML) files 
(page 4, [0051] lines 1-4). 

14. As per claims 15-19 and 26-30, they are the method and computer accessible 
medium claims of claims 1-5, therefore; they are rejected for the same reason as per 
claims 1-5 above. 

1 5. As per claims 20 and 31 , Lee teaches the method, wherein said extracting 
comprises: analyzing a source for type and data format; and selecting a corresponding 
input source based on said analyzing (paragraph 2 [0021]). 

16. As per claims 23-25 and 34-36, they are the method and computer accessible 
medium claims of claims 12-14, therefore; they are rejected for the same reason as per 
claims 12-14. 
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17. Claim 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lee 
(US PG-PUB. No. 2002/0059348) in view of Lorenz (US Pat. No 6,405,366). 

18. As per claim 6, Lee teaches the system, wherein the software documentation 
generator is configured to include each input source is configured to extract information 
from source files of types to which it corresponds (page 2 [0020], [0021]). 

1 9. Lee does not explicitly teach, one or more input source plug-ins, wherein each 
input source plug-in corresponds to one or more of the source file types. 

20. Lorenz teaches one or more source plug-ins, wherein each input source plug-in 
corresponds to one or more of the source file types (page 8, lines 29-30). 

21 . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to include the plug ins for different data sources taught by Lorenz in 
Lee's system so that Lee's system can operate on variety of source files originating 
from different types of sources. 

22. As per claim 7, Lee teaches the method, wherein an input source plug-in is 
configured to generate information not included in the corresponding source file (page 2 
[0020] lines 6-10). 
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23. As per claim 8, Lee teaches the method, wherein each input source plug-in is 
configured to output data in the uniform aggregate format (page 3 [0033]). 



24. Claim 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lee 
(US PG-PUB. No. 2002/0059348) in view of Lorenz (US Pat. No 6,405,366) and further 
in view of Stern (US Pat. No. 6,507,855). 

25. As per claim 9, Lee and Lorenzo does not explicitly teach the system, wherein 
the software documentation generator is configured to include one or more transformer 
plug-in sets, wherein each transformer plug-in set corresponds to one or more types of 
output software documentation sets and each transformer plug-in set is configured to 
generate one or more output software documentation sets of types to which the plug-in 
corresponds. 

26. Stern teaches the system wherein the software documentation generator is 
configured to include one or more transformer sets, wherein each transformer set 
corresponds to one or more types of output software documentation sets and each 
transformer set is configured to generate one or more output software documentation 
sets of types to which it corresponds (col. 2, lines 58-62; col. 3, lines 48-50). 
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27. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to include transformer sets taught by Stern in Lee and Lorenzo's 
system so that programmer can choose any programming environment for generating 
code and inputting corresponding documentation that sufficiently describe the code 
(Stern col. 2, lines 43-48). 

28. As per claim 10, Stern teaches the method, wherein the input source plug-ins are 
configured to produce a uniformly formatted aggregate input document and wherein 
each transformer plug-in set is configured to input data included in the uniformly 
formatted aggregate input document (col. 3, lines 48-50, 56-61). 

29. As per claim 1 1 , Lee teaches the method, wherein a transformer plug-in set is 
configured to generate information not included in the uniformly formatted aggregate 
input document (page 3 [0033]). 

30. Claim 21 -22 and 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lee (US PG-PUB. No. 2002/0059348) in view of Stern (US Pat. No. 
6,507,855). 

31 . As per claim 21 , Lee teaches the method, wherein said aggregating comprises: if 
a uniformly formatted aggregate input document specifies information not comprised in 
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data extracted from the source, generating said information (page 2 [0024]); but fails to 
teach generating a uniformly formatted aggregate input document. 

32. Stern teaches generating a uniformly formatted aggregate input document (1 08 

fig- 1) 

33. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to include uniformly formatted input document as taught by Stern in 
Lee so that the system can automatically generate documentation directly from the 
generated code and corresponding documentation input (Stern col. 2, lines 47-48). 



34. As per claim 22, Lee teaches the method, wherein said transforming comprises: 
translating a portion of a uniformly formatted aggregate input document into one or 
more elements of a software documentation set in the specified output documentation 
format (page [0035], [0036], [0037]); but does not teach selecting a transformer plug-in 
set corresponding to a specified output documentation format. 

35. Stern teaches selecting a transformer set corresponding to a specified output 
documentation format (col. 3, lines 56-61). 
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36. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to uniformly formatted input document as taught by Stern in Lee so 
that the system can automatically generate documentation directly from the generated 
code and corresponding documentation input (Stern col. 2, lines 47-48). 

37. As per claims 32-33, they are the computer accessible medium claims of claims 
21-22, therefore; they are rejected for the same reason as per claims 21-22. 



Conclusion 

38. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LOREN CHAUHAN whose telephone number is 571- 
270-1554. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Thr. 9:30-5:00 (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lewis Bullock can be reached on 571-272-3759. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Lewis A. Bullock, Jr./ Loren Chauhan 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2193 Examiner 

Art Unit 2193 

IL. C.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2193 



